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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of the 
subject application. Claim 26 is amended. Claims 1-25 and 34-42 are canceled 
without prejudice. New claims 43-54 are added. Claims 26-33 and 43-54 are 
pending in this application. 

35 U,S,C.§101 

Claims 26 and 28-33 stand rejected under 35 U-S.C* §101 as not being 
within technological art. As part of this response independent claim 26 has been 
amended, and Applicant resp«rtfully submits that amended claim 26 complies 
with 35 U.S.C. §10L Given that claims 28-33 depend from amended claim 26, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 28-33 also comply with 35 U.S.C. 
§101, 

Applicant respectfully requests that the §1 01 rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 28-34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 
MPEP §2173.02 states that: 

The essential inquiry pertainmg to this requirement is whether the 
claims set out and circimiscribe a particular subject matter with a 
reasonable degree of clarity and particularity. ... In reviewing a 
claim for compliance with 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, the 
examiner must consider the claim as a whole to determine whether 
the claim apprises one of ordinary skill in the art of its scope and* 
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therefore, serves the notice function required by 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, by providing clear warning to others as to what 
constitutes infringement of the patent. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 28-34 do set out and 
circumscribe a particular subject matter, with a reasonable degree of clarity and 
particularity, and that each of the claims as a whole apprises one of ordinary skill 
in the art of its scope and, therefore, serves the notice function required by 35 
U.S.C, 112, second paragraph, by providing clear warning to others as to what 
constitutes infringement. As such. Applicant respectfully submits that claims 28- 
34 comply with 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph. 

Applicant respectfully requests that the §1 12 rejection be withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 34 stands objected to under 37 CFR §1 -75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
As part of this response, claim 34 has been canceled without prejudice, thereby 
rendering the objection to claim 34 moot. Applicant respectfully requests that the 
objection to the claims be withdrawn. 

35 U.S,C. S 102 

Claims 26 and 28-34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No, 6,529,725 to Joao et al, (hereinafter "Joao"). 
Claim 34 has been canceled without prejudice, thereby rendering the rejection of 
claim 34 moot. Applicant respectfully submits that claims 26 and 28-33 are not 
anticipated by Joao. 
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Joao is directed to a transaction security apparatus and method (see, Title). 
As discussed in the Abstract of Joao, a transaction security apparatus and method 
includes an input device for inputting transaction data, a processing device for 
processing the transaction data and for generating a signal corresponding to the 
transaction, and a transmitter for transmitting the signal over a communication 
network directly to a communication device associated with an individual account 
holder. The communication device provides notification to the individual account 
holder of the transaction. 

In contrast, amended claim 26 recites in part: 

maintaining a payment account in a user-accessible electronic 
wallet corresponding to a particular user; and 

restricting where funds in the payment account can be spent 

Applicant respectfully submits that there is no discussion or mention in 

Joao of maintaining a payment account in a user-accessible electronic wallet as 

recited in amended claim 26, much less of restricting where funds in the payment 

account can be spent. Joao discusses that, as part of a cardholder authorization 

pTocesS;, information and/or data can be transmitted from a central processing 

computer to a communication device that is located with the cardholder (see, col. 

5, lines 24-25; col. 6, lines 13-15 and lines 36-40). If the cardholder does not 

reply to the central processing computer within a pre-specified time, the central 

processing computer may transmit a signal and/or data to the point-of-sale 

terminal indicating that, with the exception of receiving the authorization of the 

cardholder, the transaction is otherwise approved (see, col. 6, line 66 - col. 7, line 

4). The central processing computer may also sinqily transmit a signal indicating 

that the transaction is not authorized and, therefore, should be cancelled or voided 
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(see, col. 7, lines 4-6). The communication device may also be programmable so 
as to limit and/or restrict certain things, such as the amoimts and/or types of 
transactions, and/or goods and/or services which may be purchased with the card 
(see, coL 7, lines 52-65). 

However, this authorization process of Joao does not make any mention of 
a user-accessible electronic wallet, much less of maintaining a payment account in 
a user-accessible electronic wallet and restricting where fimds in that payment 
account can be spent. As there is no such discussion or mention in Joao, 
Applicant respectfully submits that Joao do^ not disclose the maintaining and 
restricting of amended claim 26. 

For at least these reasons. Applicant respectfully submits that amended 
claim 26 is allowable over Joao. 

With respect to claim 31, claim 31 depends from amended claim 26 and 
Applicant respectfully submits that claim 31 is allowable over Joao at least 
because of its dependency on amended claim 26. Furthermore, Applicant 
respectfully submits that Joao does not disclose restricting how the funds in the 
payment account can be combined with funds from another payment account prior 
to being spent as recited in claim 3 1 . Joao discusses at col. 7, lines 52-65 to limit 
or restrict the amounts and/or types of transactions, and/or the goods and/or 
services which may be purchased witti the card, the store or service providers 
which may be authorized to accept the card, limits on the dollar amounts of 
transactions pertaining to each authorized vendor, seller and/or service provider, 
daily spending limits, and/or the geographical area or location to which authorized 
use may be limited, and/or authorized times for card usage. However, nowhere in 
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i-«:ssjt>c«=t£\j*lJy la »j l.» m i t ?i tTaat Joao 4=liA<::loso o«r sads t-»sti-ici^i«-»^ Vio^w 

A^itta f<esx>ec:^« *o <=ladms 2S-30 and 32-3 3„ siven tVka^v dai-mss 2.S-30 » 
<i-&p>Oi»cl from ci.xx3.onclo<l da.ixn 2 6. Wpp3l-fcc3Es:i~i.« x-e«3p>«cttfV»lly ;s-ul:3nxl'Cs tiko^-C <;lal:r 
And 32—33 lilca^vNiniAo a'll.o^«3i^At>la ovex- Joao f<>x> At: IgasI: tVscs x-GAsons <: 

x^bovo >^i.tl-& x-oni^OOt: to Ajmondod ol^ixn 2tf . 

A. j:>I> 1 i ci«k-dt x-osjaootfLxlly jroqtxests tl^at tl-»,c9 @ 1 02 -re^cc^tion toes -w^t***: 

rT<?-vy <71tH¥Tnirt 

T^cr*^ oleums -^.S- euro ei.ddod- 

">^i«l» rospoGt: -CO jr>.«-w olc&lm -^^^ oIa.im --f^S dex>onds fVox r a axmondod olAim 2* 
And .^^pplicAnt -■*esf>oo-t::£\all>/' sutsz-nmts tiXriAt olaum -43 i.ts alloA^A'ble o'^ox- tl^e oxted 
x-afexronoes 1oak« booAuso o^ dependeno^ on amoLndcd olaiam 26. Fux-tJbmoxrmoK-B. 

-A.i3>x»14«3Axx* T««i>«<3t3E\j.lly sulyxnlts -Clwt tlxo citod xro f o a:^omo oo do xioY dUlsoloso cl nxod^od 
as x-ooit«!d in clAxna. 2<5, fiu-t3-»esT- oo nap iris ««AiM.tai»ai-rms, in tlrio el Bctxroxxxc ^wallet, 

xretBtxrictions xres^^din^ x>^/'lxox-o tlxa funds in tl^o pa>rm«»Txt acootuxt can. 130 spent as 
x-eoited in. claim ^43. f ov aC least: tlxose x-e^soxxs, >^i>j=»Iicant r-espesotrPtxll^r stxlstnits ttkat 
olaixn -43 is EdloA?vAt:>la ovex- tlxa olted x-«3E«x-ono«s . 
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>V]3r;f>licanr ipespvc>x£V*.ll>r sut^xxxits t^at, sixnilax- 

claiixi 20. tli6 oited references do not 
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discloso oxxcs ox- •rrxorc oomputor x-eadat>le nxedia txavins stoxnsd tliexrcon inatzxruotlom 
tl^ac, wli«s*x c>c«ox».tod t»y omo ox-, xxxoro pxnocessoxrs. oatxses ttto ono ox- xxxoxra procossor 
to: xMaintaAn «. pa>mrx«=nX aaoount in a A€=>oeosi^lo ol^sotaronic 

ooxr«-eapoxvdi.x&s «o » partioula^r userx-; and xrwsstriot >!«wlx«»r«s funds in tWe paymoxxt aoooiAXXt 
oan fee spent as irooited irk do%v dalxxa. ^O^. For- a* loast d3.ese xreasons. ^A^pplioant 
x-espootfully sut»x3xits -dxat. cslaixx:i is allo^v^afelo ovoxr t»xe «=ite:«l x«£ox-«snoos. 

"VVittx g-e sp eiot to ne-v*/" «alainn« 45— ne'^^ olaixxxs -45 — 5 1. depend fxnonr* ne'w^ 
clainx 4-4 and y*fc-pplioant x - eg ct£Vi.ll y sufexnits that new claixTXS ^S — 51 are ea«?l:k 
a.llo^vval>le over the oited are f e-c'enoee at least heoause of tlxeix- dependenoy on ne^w 
clain^ 4.4. rruxrthexmrxox^ . >Vppl*oant x^speotfully s-ubx^cuts that ne^w olaixrxxs 45-5 1 eaeh 
Inelude additional elemexxts that fVxtthex- distinguish olaixns 43— SI ovef the oited 
x-efe r^ ^aces . F"or at least tliese x^asons, .A^pplioant x^speotfVxUy s-ubxnits that clainxs 
45_5 1. are allo^^ahle o'%/'ex- the oited xv<«ax*ences. 

'^^ith xrespeot to n^^rw olaim 52, -**V,pplieaxxt r«speot±\x.ll-y sufexmits that, sinrxilar 
to -the disoxx&sl^xs a'bove -reff aydixx amended claJxxx 26. the cited xw^^Bxrexxoes do not 
<Usolose a system oo xx x pr isixxgt xarxeans f<ox- trvai n taixxin a pa^rxnent acoourxt -in a xxsexr- 
aoeessihle electroxxio -N^allet eoxTospondin.f^ to a paxtioulax- usex-^ and x^rxeans f!ox* 
x-estx-i etx nyy -wh c x e "Axxxds ixx the pa^^x-nent accouxxt oan \>a spexx.t. as reeited xxx. xxev^^ 
claixn 52. Foxr at least these xreasons, .^^pplioant x-espect±\Ally subxKxitst that elainrx 4-4 
is allo'wahle ovex- the eited refex-enees. 

"With x-espeot to nerw olaxxns 53—34-. ne-w.^ olaixns 53—54- depend firoxn ne'M^ 
claixrrx 52 and >X.pplioant z-espe<=:t£ully suhxx-xxts that ne-v*^ daicns 53-54 axre eaoh 
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